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REMARKS 

Claims 39-58 are pending. Claims 43-44, 50-51, and 56-57 stand rejected under 
35 use § 1 J2 and claims 39-58 stand rejected under 35 USC § 103. 

In this Amendment, Applicant has amended claim 39 and cancelled cUums 46-58 
from further consideration in this application. Applicant is nol conceding thai ihe subject 
matter encompassed by claim.s 39 and 46-58, prior to this Amendment is not patentable 
over the art cited by the Examiner. Claim 39 was amended and claims 46-58 were 
cancelled in this Amendment solely to facilitate expeditious prosecution of the allowable 
subject matter noted by ihe Examiner, Applicani respectfully reserves ihc right io pursue 
claims, including ihc subject matter encompassed by claims 39 and 46-58, as presented 
prior to this Aiiu-ndniLMU iwd additional claims in one or more continuing applications. 

Applicant respectfully traverses the rejections in light of the amendments and the 
following remarks, 

A ppticaot requests iiiterview 

Applicant respccjfull) rcqucits an inier\iew sfit would expedite disposition of the 
applicaiion. The undersigned attorney would welcome and encourage a telephone 
conference with Ej^aminer af (SIS) 391-4913:. 

Claim reiectioiis under 35 USC $ 112 

1 he Ortice action rejeoLs ckiims 43-44 under 35 USC § 112 for failing the comply 

with the wriiien description requirement. In particular, the Office action states (hat the 

subject matter of claim 43 was nol described in such a way in the specification in such a 

way to reasonably convey to one skilled in the art that the inventor had possession of the 

invention at the time of filing. Applicant argties that the support for claim 43 is clearly 

communicated in the specification. Claim 43 states that: 

...gathering product information comprises retrieving die product 
information from a group of sources comprising the merchant, a bank 
associated with the purchaser, a manufacturer associated with the product, 
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a manufacturer having accessories associated with the product, ynd a 
retailer having accessories associated with the product. 

Origrnal claim 5 states that: 

...gailiering product information comprises retrieving the product 
iT^IorTnation from at least one source of a gj'oup of sources comprising the 
merchant, a bank associated with the purchaser, a manufacturer associated 
with the product, a manufacturer having accessories associated with the 
product, and a retailer having accessories associated with the product. 

The brief description of FIG. 1 indicates that the aggregator aggregates product 
information from different sources. The specification describes the aggiegator of being 
capable of gathering product information from each of the sources listed in claim 43. Tn 
feet, paragraph 37 siatcs that ".,.[.r|or instance.... the merchani may request that 
(transaction aggregator] provide nil product information related to i-ebates, warranties, 
purchase protection, eiectronic manuals, accessories, and URLs therefor.. 
Furthermore, original claim 5 describes the aggiegator of being capable of gathering 
information from "at least one somt;e of" the same group of sources described in claim 
43. Applicant argues that "at lea.st one" is commonly understood by persons of ordinary 
.skill in the ait lo be equivalent to "one or more", which necessarily encompasses "all". 
Thus, Applicant ti-aver^es the rejections and respectfully requests that the rejections be 
withdrawn, 

Claitn reiections under 55 USC S 103(a) 

The Office action rejected claims 39-58 under 35 USC § 103{i)) ii^ being 
unpatentable over Flynn, U.S. Patent Application No. 2U0i0023402.Al {hereinafter 
referred lo us ''Flynn ') in view of Thomson et al., U.S. Patent No, 20030061104.^1 
(hereinafter referred to as "Thomson")- 

To establish a prima facie case of obviousness, the modification or combination 
must teiich or suggest all of Applicants' claim Hmiiations.^ 
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The cumbination of Flynn and Thomson fails lo establish a prima facie case ot 
ohviPusness f^r independent claim 39 because the combination fails to teach or suggest 
it! J of Applicants' claim limilaiions. In particular, the combination fails to teach or 
suggest gathering, by the transaction aggregator, product information associated with the 
transaction comprising retrieving the product infoimadon fioni a nianufactiircr associated 
with the product in response to receiving the electronic receipt and packaging, by the 
iTansaction aggregator, the product infontiation with the eiectroiiic receipt to create an 
aggregated package to transitiit to the purchaser. 

Flynn describes a system to gather routing information from the consumer during 

a transaction at ;! POS tcrrnma! such as an eir.ul <iddress and to transmit detailed 

Jransaction inrormaiion to the customer via the emad address.^ In paragraph 35, Flynn 

also describes the possibility of the consumer contacting the manufactuj'er to register a 

product v^ ith ihc detailed transaction information: 

..-I'lotSiici {purchase information such as date and retailer are included in 
the detailed transaction data. Warranty registration could be facilitated 
through the automatic distribution of this data to the consumer in 
electronic form. This data could then be forwarded with addiUonal 
consumer information to the manufacturer of a specific product for 
the registration of the product for warranty. This detail data can also 
be used to reconstruct rccetots for returning merchandise to the retailer 
since the detailed data irir/jiidos mtonnaiion thai would allow the retailer 
to verify the purchase date and rctader ofthc original retail transaction. 

Thomson describes a warranty administrator that maintains databases about 
products owned by consumeisl allows manufacturers to remain involved with the 
warranty repair process.^ and laciiitatcs communications between manufactures of the 
products and the consumer-^ such as sales of extended warranties.^ 

Neither Flynn nor Thomson teach or suggest "...gathering, by the transaction 
aggregator, product information associated with the transaction comprising retrieving the 
pix>duct information from a manufacturer associated with the product in i^sponse to 

^ See Flynn pars. 12 (4. 
■ Thomson, Abstriict. 

^ Thoiiiiion, "Summary of (lie Invention", pg. 2, par, 16. 
' •t^iomson, "Sammary of the Invention", pg. 2, pars. 1 7- 1 S, 
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receiving the electronic receipt... and packaging, by ihc transaction aggregator, the 
product inloiniuti.),! with, the electronic receipt to create an aggregated package to 
transmit to the purchaser." In particular, the combination fails to teach or suggest 
'fathering, by a transaction aggregator, product information. . .in response to receiving aii 

electronic receipt The Office action indicates that Flynn teaches or suggests 

-gathering product information associated with the transaction and packaging the product 
infonn.tion with the electronic receipt'^ at paragraphs 34-35. Pai'agraphs 34-35 of Flynn 
descnbc actions of finance management software 320/' which is optionally utilized by a 
consumer after the purchase. According to Flynn, the finance management software 320 
tracks more detail about each transaction by accumulating paticrns of consumption based 
upon receipt of additional transaction data by the consumer."'' Pjynn teaches accumulating 
dat. from mulfipic fna.sactions with the consumers' finance management software. 
Fiynn dues not leach or suggest gathering product information, Pjynn does not teach or 
suggest gathering, by a transaction aggregator, product informadon "in response to 
receiving an electronic receipt." Flynn docs not teach or sui>gest packaging. l>y the 
transaction aggregator, the product infomiation with the electronic receipt. And Flynn 
dues not teacii or suggest packaging the product infonnation with the electronic receipt to 
transmit to the purchaser. 

The Office action indicates that Thomson teaches gathering product information 
associated with a product from a manufacturer associated with the product, flowcvc, 
Thomson fails to teach or .suggest limitations that Flynn also fa.!s to teach or suggest. 
Assuming in arguendo that Thomson gathers product information associated Jilh a 
product from a manufacturer associated with the product, Thomson fails to teach or 
•suggest gathering product information 'In response to receiving an electronic receipt.^ 
Thomson tails to teach or suggest packaging, by the transaction aggregator, the product 
information with the electronic receipt. And Thomson fails to teach or .aggesi packaging 
the product information with the electronic receipt to transmit to the purchaser. 



i-'lynn, pg. p;jr. 33, V'- .sent. 
Fiynn, pg. 3, pare. 33-34. 
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Applicant mspectfully addresses die objectioBS and traverses the claim rejeciimis 
under 35 USC 1 12 and 103. Accordingly, Applicant hdieves that this n^sponse 
continues a complete response to each of the issues raised in the Onice .clion. In light 
of the accompanying renKuks, Apphcaru believes thai, the pending chiima are in condition 
for allowance. Thu., AppUcani requesis that the rejections be withdrawn, pending claims 
be allowed, and application advance toward issuance. 

A request for an extension of time as well m an RCH and !hc corresponding fees 
accompany this anK^ndment. No other fee is bdieved due with this paper. However, if 
any fee is determined to be required, the Office is authorised to charge Deposit Account 
090447 for any such required fee. 



|?espe(itfuUy subn^itted, 
March 3, 2008 /Mfrey S Schubert/ 
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